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R G Lightner, Director
Office of Southwestern Area Programs
EM-45 Headquarters

We are writing to submut a categorical exclusion recently approved by the Rocky Flats
Field Office for your review A copy of RFO/CX10-94, Background Soils
Charactenization, 1s attached

Based upon guidance recetved from the EH-252, we have determined that the
floodplains at Rocky Flats Plant do not meet the defimuon of floodplains contained 1n
10CFR 1022 Therefore, although the activiues proposed 1n the categorical exclusion
would take place within floodplamns at Rocky Flats Plant, we are not submitung a
floodplain assessment or submitung a Floodplain Statement of Findings for your
review and publication 1n the Federal Register

Jessie Roberson
Acung Assistant Manager for
Envuonmental Restorauon
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£- - SUBPART D

ATEGORICAL EXCLUSION (CX) DETERMINATION REQ/CX10-94

“Proposed Action Background Soils Characterizanon

Location Within the West Half of the Buffer Zone and on Public and Pnivate Land
Outside the Boundanes of Rocky Flats Plant, Golden, CO

Proposed by U S Department of Energy, Rocky Flats Office
Description of the Proposed Action

Rocky Flats Office proposes to charactenize soils in areas within the vicimty of RFP which would
be designated as background areas in terms of soul parameters and concentration of selected
analytes Soil sampling would occur 1n the West Buffer Zone of Rocky Flats Plant (RFP) and 1n
off-site locations along the foothills west of RFP bordered on the north by South Boulder Creek
and on the south by Ralston Creek drainage The data generated by the project would determine
the vahidity of background soil sampling previously logged in the Rock Creek drainage as part of
the Operable Unit (OU)1 Remedial Investiganon, supplement soils investigabon work done in
OU’s 2 and 3, and would provide a baseline for future soils remediation work at RFP  Potentially
affected areas are shown 1n Figure I Some soil sampling sites may be located near the West
Spray Field, Individual Hazardous Substance Site (IHSS) 168, but no samples wall be taken from
within IHSS boundanies Offsite sampling 1s contingent upon obtatning landowner permussion

Phase I of the field work would require the collecton of soil samples by scraping the surficial soul
using the RFP Geotechnical Operaung Procedures Manual, 5-21000-OPS-GT 8, Surficial Soil
Sampling The procedure requires laying out a 1 meter square template at each site Within that
template, a 10 cenumerer (cm) by 10 cm steel sampling ig would be dnven 5 ¢cm 1nto the ground at
the comers and 1n the .enter of the template The vegetation would be chipped from the area wathin
the steel j1g and so1l wall be removed to a depth of 5 cm from each of the five ng positons within
the template Total soil removed from each sampling locauon 1s 2500 cubic centimeters (5
positions x 500 cc) or 3 75 kilograms of matenal The location of each site would be marked with
a steel stake to pinpount 1ts locatnon for future reference  Approximately 120 surficial sampling
sites would be located, of which approximately 20 (15%) would be located in wetlands or
floodplains Sampling would be performed by a crew of two persons, using a field vehicle where
access permits, or on foot in less accessible areas

Phase II would require the selection of approxamately forty pit sampling sites  Approximately five
of these sites would be located within junisdicnonal wetlands, while the remaining sites would be
located on dry upland terrain  The total wetland area temporanly affected by test pit trenching 1s
approximately 225 square feet The exact locanons of all test pits have not yet been selected, but 1t
15 likely that sampling sites will be located on a systemanc gnd (see figure 2) Test pit sampling
would be performed 1n accordance with RFP Geotechmcal Operatng Procedures Manual, 5-
21000-OPS-GT 7, Logging and Sampling of Test Pits, Trenches, and Construction Excavations
The test pits would be dug by a crew of three using a backhoe and other field equpment, including
a field vehicle and backhoe delivery vehicle Soil charactenization pits would be approxamately 9 to
15 feet long, 3 to 5 feet wade, and 4 feet or less deep Excavated matenal would be selecuvely
stockpied near the excavanon to allow backfilling of the matenal in the general order in which 1t
was removed Pits would be backfilled immediately after sampling and data logging and would be
covered with mulch to promote regrowth of naave flora A minumal amount of vegetation would
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be compressed at each site due to vehicle maneuvenng

Soul samples that meet Department of Transportatnon (DOT) shipping gwdelines would be sent for
analysis to licensed laboratonies authorized to handle and dispose of samples that potentially
contain radiological and hazardous constituents Samples that contain background levels of
contarminants or below, and secondary waste generated by sample tesung, would be disposed of
by the labs Samples containing higher than background levels of contarmnants, or levels above
that allowed by the lab license, would be returned to Rocky Flats for storage pending disposal
Samples that exceed DOT shupping himuts would be analyzed by onsite labs

Sampling acavines are scheduled to begin in 1994 Total project cost 1s esumated at $1 95 milhion

Categorical Exclusions to be apphed

B3 1 Site charactenization and environmental monttoring, including siang, construction,
operation, and dismantlement or closing (abandonment) of charactenzanon and monitoring devices
and si1ang, construction, and operation of a small-scale laboratory building or renovaton of a room
in an existing building for sample analysis Activines covered include, but are not limited to, stte
charactenzanon and environmental monmitoning under CERCLA and RCRA  Specific acuvites
include, but are not himated to (a) Geological, geophysical (such as gravity, magneuc, electnical,
seismuc, and radar), geochemucal, and engineening surveys and mapping, including the
establishment of survey marks, (b) Installanon and operanon of field instruments, such as stream-
gauging staoons or flow-measunng devices, telemetry systems, geochermical monitoring tools, and
geophysical exploraton tools,(c) Dnlling of wells for sampling or monitoning of groundwater or
the vadose (unsaturated) zone, well logging, and installanon of water-level recording devices in
wells,(d) Aquifer response testing,(e) Installanon and operation of ambient air monitoring
equipment,(f) Sampling and charactenization of water, sotl, rock, or contarmunants,(g) Sampling
and charactenization of water effluents, air emussions, or solid waste streams, (h) Installanon and
operauon of meteorological towers and associated acuvines, including assessment of potennal
wind energy resources,(1) Sampling of flora or fauna, and(j) Archeological, historic, and cultural
resource 1dentificanon 1n comphiance with 36 CFR part 800 and 43 CFR part 7
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DOE NEPA REGULATIONS SUBPART D
EGORI X I DETER I -RFOQ/CX10-94
Background Soils Characterization

I have determuned that the proposed action meets the requurements for a categoncal exclusion as
defined 1n the Subpart D of 10 CFR 1021 Therefore, I approve the categoncal exclusion of the
proposed action from further NEPA review and documentation

Date mé,/]._ 97 14 44/21 Signa

ar Silverman i
anager, Rocky Flats Offi

RFO Project Sponsor
Date m‘%/ ?Zg/ Sighature %’-————‘
ﬂ / essie Robetson
Tude Acung Assistant Manager for

Environmental Restoraton

I have reviewea this determinanon and find that a categorical exclusion 1s the appropnate level of
NEPA documentation

Date yQ/;?wL Zg‘, |99y Signature @'H’?ZW QL

PamciaM Powell
Tade NEPA Complance Officer




